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The subsequent passage (13) does not really constitute
a quotation from the Tattvaratnakara. It is a recapitulation
by Vedanta Desika of a certain discussion found in the
Tattvaratnakara, According to Parasara, Chala (dialectic
quibbling) and Jati (unavailing objection) do not really
contribute to the exclusive victory of a debater whoever
his rival may be. They may however help one to make
the rival "unarmed" and thus lead to one's success.
They may also help to safeguard the truth of some point
(tattva}.

The next fragment (14) points out that strictly speaking
fati-s (unavailing objections) are innumerable. Still in
the Nyayasastra they are enumerated as twentyfour in
number. This is just for the purpose of demonstration
{pradarsana} and is no final verdict on their number.
In fact the Nyayasutra - anyadanyasmat... etc. (2.2.32)
points to this fact.

Fragment (15) discusses the hetvabhasa-3 (fallacious
reasons). While the  NyayasutrBy 1.2.45 mentions
savyabhicara, vimddha, prakaranasama, sadhyasama and
atitakala as the five hetavabhasa-s, those listed in the
Tattvaratnakara, namely siddhi, aprasiddhi, badhyatva,
viruddhatva and aphalatva seem to be entirely different
from them. Vedanta Desika tries to answer this apparent
contradiction in his Nyayaparisuddhi. According to
Parasara an inference becomes fallacious (abhasa) when
some of the anga-s pertaining to its paksa (subject),
hetu (reason) and drstanta (example) fall short of the
required number necessary to make an inference
full-fledged. When the paksa falls short of its anga-^
we have the five abhasa -s of pratijna, such as siddhi
aprasiddhi, etc., mentioned above. To be clear, if the
probandum is already proved, we have siddba-sadhyata.
If  it  is  not  known  already,  the  fallacy  of
aprasiddha-sadbyata arises. If it is stultified we have